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Abstract 

The effect of aging on cognition in cognitively healthy adult populations remains poorly 

investigated. Given that cognition evolves in time and thus, during aging, and becomes 

eroded in several disorders, some of which have recently acquired biological definitions, it is 

imperative to understand the process of cognitive aging. To determine the association of 

aging with cognitive performance in a cognitively healthy population, we studied cognitive 

performance in population-based cohort of 673 adults (aged 25-89). We found a gradual 

decline in cognitive performance across the lifespan, which requires two decades to 

demonstate significant change. This age-related decline was not significantly altered by 

either gender or education. These findings contribute to understand cognitive aging and 

provide essential data on physiological cognition for more precise diagnostics and timely 

intervention of early changes in cognition. 
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Introduction 

Although the effect of aging on cognitive performance is considered “common knowledge,” 

no recent study provides evidence supporting this statement. Knowing the pattern of 

physiological cognitive aging is critical for several reasons. Populations across the world’s 

are aging1, people in both, high and low-income counties are getting older and often work 

and maintain more active lifestyles until later in life. Despite the fact that previous studies 

occasionally reported specific aspects of cognitive aging2, there are no recent studies 

systematically measuring the effects of aging on cognition in modern population-based 

samples, characterized by unprecedented longevity.. Last, old age is the major risk factor for 

Alzheimer’s and related disorders and underlying pathological changes occur several years 

prior to the onset of the clinical symptoms, therefore, when individuals are cognitively 

unimpaired. Therefore, understanding the process of cognitive aging is critical for the design 

and conduct of effective interventions, diagnostics and therapy. In this study, we examined 

the physiological cognitive performance during aging in a well-characterized adult population-

based sample.  

 

Results 

We identified 848 out of 2434 participants enrolled in the Kardiovize study that underwent 

cognitive testing. 149 were excluded due to missing more than 10% of the demographic data 

or incomplete cognitive testing results. 699 MoCA total scores split into the age groups are 

presented in the supplemental Table 1 (eTable 1). 26 participants were excluded due to 

MoCA scores indicative of MCI (eFigure 1). The final sample consisted in 673 cognittively 

unimpaired participants. Of these participants, 353 (52%) were females,and the mean age 

was 52.3 ±14.2 (Table 1). 

Mean cognitive performance (mean [SD]) of the cohort was 2.70 [0.06], 2.54 [0.11], 1.00 

[0.11], 1.41 [0.14], and 2.80 [0.07] for attention, psychomotor speed, learning, working 

memory, and global cognition, respectively (Table 1). Participants had better cognitive 

performance in psychomotor speed compared to attention, and in working memory 
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compared to learning. In relation to aging, the cognitive scores declined significantly from 

2.67 [0.05] to 2.72 [0.05] for attention, from 2.49 [0.07] to 2.61 [0.10] for psychomotor speed, 

from 1.04 [0.10] to 0.97 [0.10] for learning, from 1.45 [0.12] to 1.35 [0.18] for working 

memory, and from 2.76 [0.05] to 2.84 [0.07] for global cognition in the oldest to the youngest 

age groups (Table 2, Figure 1). 

ANOVA and ANCOVA models confirmed a significant age-related difference in the 

performance in all cognitive domains. Age proved to be the most significant factor, as neither 

sex nor education substantially altered the significance and the effect size of the models 

(Table 3). The largest aging effect was observed in psychomotor speed (P<.001, part. 

η2=0.112, medium effect) and global cognition (P<.001, part. η2=0.144, large effect). 

Differences in cognitive performance measurements required two decades for a significance 

to be observed (eTable 2). 

Age-related changes in cognitive performance were manifested, in addition to a decline in 

the mean scores, also by significantly increased variance in values at older ages. This was 

reflected both in larger standard deviations and in the significantly increased coefficient of 

variation. While attention and learning maintained stable variation throughout aging, global 

cognition showed a steady slow increase, psychomotor speed variance first increased with 

age and plateau-ed out in older age,  while working memory continued increasing throughout 

the lifespan with a distinct rise in the oldest age (global cognition, CV=1.93, 2.21, 2.23, 2.48, 

2.61, P=.011, psychomotor speed, CV=2.86, 3.53, 4.23, 4.36, 3.91, P<.001, and working 

memory, CV=8.16, 9.02, 9.14, 9.44, 12.96, P<.001, for age of 25-39, 40-49, 50-59, 60-69, 

70-89, respectively) (Figure 2, eTable 3). 

 

Discussion 

We observed an age-related progressive decline in cognitive performance across the 

lifespan. Declined cognitive performance in the oldest age groups was detected in global and 

domain-specific cognition. Our measurements showed that cognitive performance 

significantly decreased in two decades and this difference was observed throughout the 
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adulthood. These findings indicate that cognitive decline is a relatively slow process in a 

cognitively healthy population, beginning as early as in midlife. In parallel to the differences in 

mean cognitive performance, the variability in cognitive performance also increased with age, 

suggesting greater interindividual differences in cognition at older ages. Most of the domains 

were more prone to gradual lower mean values through the lifespan and plateau-ed out at 

older age with attention and learning showing more compact distribution compared to the 

others. This suggests that physiological changes in cognition later in life are likely to be more 

intricately linked to confounding factors including risk factors. Working memory showed a 

different pattern, which was characterized both, by significantly higher variability and a 

significant jump in interindividual differences at older ages. 

To the best of our knowledge, there are no studies in the last decades describing cognitive 

performance in different age groups in a cognitively healthy population. In fact, most studies 

focus on different issues such as longitudinal changes in cognition after injury or in other 

disorders or in relation to risk factors10,11. As a result, determination of healthy cognitive 

performance in relation to aging is merely a by-product of these studies. Our findings 

measure and formalize the process of cognitive aging in a well-characterized cognitively 

healthy population, which is of relevance due to several reasons. 

First, considering the aging of today’s populations1, by knowing physiological cognitive aging, 

it might be possible to detect in a timely manner new age-related changes of cognition that 

might be pathological and/or linked to other disorders that previously were not known. 

Second, current diagnostics are often based on the detection of deficits by using predefined 

cut-off points. This approach has some shortcomings in that the cut-off points may not be 

accurate or may change over time12–15, and are often based on the overall score of the 

instrument, thus failing to capture changes in individual cognitive domains. Comparing 

individual to typical age-specific cognitive profiles in addition to screening for cognitive 

deficits may well improve early detection of cognitive disorders. Furthermore, cognitive 

profiles offer more detailed insight into changes in individual domains and their interactions. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted August 8, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.04.21261599doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.04.21261599
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


6 

 

Finally, as biological definitions of cognitive disorders were recently reported, and a new 

medication for Alzheimer’s disease was just recently approved for clinical treatment after 

almost 20 years16, there is a great need for a precise and timely identification of early 

changes in cognition. Without knowledge of the pattern of physiological cognitive 

performance across the lifespan, such identification and evaluation are difficult. 

First, our study sample, although generally healthy and well-characterized, was relatively 

highly  educated compared to the general education level in the population, which might 

have affected the observed overall cognitive patterns17,18. This might be linked to the city-

based nature of the study sample, and inclusion of more variable population might have led 

to slightly different results. However, the models adjusted for education show stable 

unchanged age-related differences in cognition. Second, given the generally low prevalence 

of diseases in the study population, it is possible that this good level of health positively 

affected the cognitive performance of the older group compared to similarly aged non-

participants with a higher prevalence of diseases. Finally, although we rigorously tested the 

cognitive performance with adjusting for key possible confounders, the cross-sectional nature 

of the data does not allow for causal inferences and longitudinal conclusions to be made. 

We formalized characteristics of global and domain-specific cognitive differences between 

the age groups globally and described the connection between cognition and aging. The 

results showed gradually deteriorating cognitive performance across the lifespan with two 

decades needed for significant change to be observed. These findings have various 

implications. First, they may contribute to understanding the process of cognitive aging. 

Second, they might help to develop more precise diagnostics of current and new disorders 

using a cognitive profile-based approach. And last, they might lead to a more accurate and 

timely intervention, especially with regard to domains such as working memory, which 

showed great variability with age and may be amenable to targeted interventions. 

 

Methods 

Participants and Study Design 
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The research was conducted in the setting of the Kardiovize study, a longitudinal 

epidemiological cohort based on a randomly selected 1% population sample of the residents 

of the city of Brno, Czech Republic3. All study participants with data on cognitive performance 

were included in the study. To test for age-related changes, we categorized participants into 

25-39, 40-49, 50-59, 60-69, and 70-89 year old age groups. Data were entered into a 

validated web-based research electronic data capture (REDCap) database4. The research 

protocols of the study were approved by the Institutional Review Board and by the ethics 

committee of St. Anne’s University Hospital, Brno, Czech Republic. All participants of the 

Kardiovize study provided written informed consent. 

 

Measurements 

The Montreal Cognitive Assessment (MoCA) was used to identify subjects with pathological 

cognitive performance such as mild cognitive impairment (MCI) and dementia5. The MoCA 

total score ranges from 0 to 30, with a higher score indicating better cognitive performance. A 

MoCA score of < 23 was considered indicative of MCI6. 

Physiological cognitive performance was assessed using the well-established Cogstate® 

Brief Battery (CBB). CBB is a short version of the computer-administered cognitive test 

battery requiring roughly 10 minutes for administration7–9. It uses playing cards to examine 

four basic cognitive domains: visual attention, psychomotor speed, visual learning, and 

working memory. Attention and psychomotor speed were assessed by measuring the 

response time needed to correctly identify the red playing cards (identification) or to detect all 

new playing cards (detection), respectively. The primary outcome measure of the attention 

and psychomotor speed tasks was the log10 transformed reaction time of correct responses 

in milliseconds (log RT (RT in ms)). Learning and working memory were assessed by 

measuring accuracy in recognizing a card previously seen in the deck (one card learning) or 

determining whether the shown card is the same as the last one (one back test), 

respectively. The primary outcome measured was the arcsine of the square root of the 
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correct responses (arc). Mean log RT (RT in ms) of all four cognitive domains were used to 

calculate the global cognition score. 

 

Statistical analysis 

Descriptive statistics were performed on demographic variables. No missing values were 

detected. Demographic data were compared between sexes, age groups, and education 

using one sample χ2 test for categorical variables. ANOVA and ANCOVA tests and Games-

Howell post-hoc tests were performed to assess age-related differences in cognitive 

performance. Overall and pair differences in coefficients of variation were examined using 

the Signed-Likelihood Ratio Test. 

Any 2-sided P<.05 was considered statistically significant. Statistical analyses and data 

visualizations were performed using SPSS (version 21) and R (v.3.6.3) using the ggplot2 

(v.1.0.12) package. 
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Tables 

 

Table 1. Basic characteristics of the sample 

  No. (%) P valuea 

N 673   

Ageb 52.3 ±14.2   

Females 353 (52.5) .20 

      

Age groups     

  25-39 yrs 159 (23.6) <.001 

  40-49 yrs 133 (19.8)   

  50-59 yrs 146 (21.7)   

  60-69 yrs 156 (23.2)   

  70-89 yrs 79 (11.7)   

      

Educationc     

  Without GCSE 110 (16.3) <.001 

  With GCSE 255 (37.9)   

  University 308 (45.8)   

   

Employment   

  Employed 537 (79.8) <.001 

  Un-employed 10 (1.5)  

  Retired 126 (18.7)  

   

CogState   

  Attention 2.70 ±0.06  

  Psychomotor speed 2.54 ±0.11  

  Learning 1.00 ±0.11  

  Working memory 1.41 ±0.14  

  Global cognition 2.80 ±0.07  

   

MoCA total score 27.62 ±1.82  
Abbreviation: GCSE, General Certificate of Secondary Education. 
a One sample χ2 tests were performed for comparison of proportions. 
b Data are reported as mean ±SD. 
c University education includes higher vocational school, bachelor, master, and doctoral degrees. 

 

 

Table 2. Characteristics of cognitive ageing in individual cognitive domains 

 Age groups 

  25-39 yrs 40-49 yrs 50-59 yrs 60-69 yrs 70-89 yrs 

Attention 2.67 ±0.05 2.69 ±0.06 2.7 ±0.06 2.71 ±0.06 2.72 ±0.05 

Psychomotor speed 2.49 ±0.07 2.51 ±0.09 2.55 ±0.11 2.59 ±0.11 2.61 ±0.10 

Learning 1.04 ±0.10 1.01 ±0.11 0.99 ±0.10 0.98 ±0.10 0.97 ±0.10 

Working memory 1.45 ±0.12 1.44 ±0.13 1.40 ±0.13 1.38 ±0.13 1.35 ±0.18 

Global cognition 2.76 ±0.05 2.77 ±0.06 2.80 ±0.06 2.83 ±0.07 2.84 ±0.07 
Data are reported as mean ± SD 
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Table 3. ANOVA/ANCOVA models: effect of age on cognitive performance 

  

Model 1: Effect of 
agea 

Model 2: Effect of 
age adjusted for 
sexb 

Model 3: Effect of 
age adjusted for 
educationb 

Model 4: Effect of 
age adjusted for 
sex and educationb 

  F P part. η2 F P part. η2 F P part. η2 F P part. η2 

Attention 15.047 <.001 0.083 13.593 <.001 0.075 11.171 <.001 0.063 10.093 <.001 0.057 

Psychomotor speed 31.100 <.001 0.157 27.551 <.001 0.142 23.585 <.001 0.124 20.926 <.001 0.112 

Learning 11.394 <.001 0.064 10.754 <.001 0.061 7.598 <.001 0.044 7.310 <.001 0.042 

Working memory 11.078 <.001 0.062 11.422 <.001 0.064 7.498 <.001 0.043 7.850 <.001 0.045 

Global cognition 39.144 <.001 0.190 32.247 <.001 0.174 30.781 <.001 0.156 27.827 <.001 0.144 

Abbreviation: part. η2, partial Eta-squared. 
a ANOVA tests were performed for comparison of means. 
b General Linear Models (ANCOVA type) were performed for comparison of means while adjusting for the effect of sex and 
education. 
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Figures 

 

 

Figure 1. Distribution of CogState variables in individual age groups. Frequency (y) was 

calculated using probability density function based on Kernel density estimation. 

 

 

 

Figure 2. Coefficients of variation of CogState variables in individual age groups. The 

P values were obtained from Signed-Likelihood Ratio Test. 
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